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GLOBE P L A N T February 24, 1999

Via facsimile
Bonnie Lavel l e
U S E P A , Region V I I I .
999 18th Street , #500
Denver, CO 80202-2405

Re: Comments on EPA's D r a f t Conceptual S i t e M o d e l and D r a f t Problem
D e f i n i t i o n and Risk Management Obje c t ive s for the Vasquez B l v d / I ~ 7 0 S i t e

Dear Bonnie:
T h i s l e t t e r re sponds to your request at the February 18 workgroup meeting for

comments on the draf t conceptual site model and risk management objec t ive s for the
Vasquez Boulevard/I-70 site. Asarco apprec iate s the oppor tuni ty to provide input on the
early stages of the risk assessment and remedial invest igation process for the s i te , and our
comments r e f l e c t the pre l iminary nature of the documents. Our comments are l i s t e d
below by document.

Conceptual Site Model
In general, the d r a f t conceptual site model is a good representation of the p o t e n t i a l

exposure pathways at the site and will be use ful in organizing discussions about the risk
assessment. It would be h e l p f u l if the agency would c l a r i f y the f o l l o w i n g issues,
• The s i g n i f i c a n c e of the dashed line from "Other" under Contaminant Source should be

noted on the f igure of the Conceptual S i t e Model . What does the dashed line mean in
relation to the question mark in the "Other" box?

• The groundwater, surface water, and sediment pathways should have question marks
ai this point if, as stated at the meeting, the investigation of these media has not been
compl e t ed . The chart should indicate that it is not known at this time whether these
pathways are complete . However, we note that the Review Cover Sheet for the HRS
Documentation Record for the site states that individual s inhabiting an area within
four miles of the V B / I 7 0 s tudy area "receive most of their drinking water f rom
municipal sources and not from l o c a l i z e d ground-water aquifers". It also states with
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respect to the Sou th P l a t t e River that there were "no i d e n t i f i e d drinking water intakes
along the 15-mile target distance limit". We recognize and agree with EPA's deci s ion
to make the soil exposure pathway a priori ty, but it seems that the issue of drinking
water s u p p l i e s might be c l a r i f i e d r e la t iv e ly easi ly and should be done at this point.

• Commercial workers may also be exposed to dust indoors. T h u s , for this exposure
medium the po t en t ia l for worker exposure should be indicated using the same symbol s
shown for residents.

• Where the Conceptual S i t e Model refers to outdoor air, the word "outdoor" should be
d e l e t e d because inhalation exposures may occur both indoors and outdoors.

Problem Definition and Risk Management Objectives

At thi s po int , because this document has already undergone one revision, our
comments are few. In add i t i on we understand that one of the purpo s e s of this document
is to co l l e c t the concerns of the part ie s involved.
• Under "Problem D e f i n i t i o n " , the problem of po t ent ia l concern at the site is stated to

be contamination of environmental media with chemicals associated with current and
f ormer ac t iv i t i e s at three smelters. T h i s statement is not consistent with the sources
l i s t e d on the Conceptual S i t e Mode l . Some mention should be made that the sources
of contamination are s t i l l being inves t igated.

• The risk assessment for the site must be consistent with the National Contingency
Plan and within EPA's statutory authority in order to be the basis for further response
actions. Under "Human H e a l t h Risk Assessment Objectives", some of the tasks
appear to be beyond the scope of the NCP and it is unclear whether all the stated
ob j e c t iv e s wi l l be addressed by the risk assessment. For example, the c o l l e c t i on of
e p i d e m i o l o g i c a l data is noted to be the r e spon s i b i l i ty of A T S D R . Please c l a r i f y if this
will be a separate report or wi l l be part of the risk assessment. The i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of
i n d i v i d u a l s for heal th intervention may also be the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of ATSDR.
S i m i l a r l y , inves t igat ions and risk assessments prior to changes in zoning or p e r m i t t i n g
new industry may be the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the S t a t e of Colorado rather than that of
EPA under C E R C L A .

• Under "Ecological Risk Assessment Objectives", an ob j e c t ive to determine the
presence or absence of sensitive ecological systems should be added. A l s o , it would
be more u s e r- f r i end ly to come up with a more unders tandable term for "riparian
systems."
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Please call me at ( 3 0 3 ) 296-5115 or J o y c e Tsuji at (425) 643-9803 if you have any
questions about Asarco ' s comments.

Robert L i t l e
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